To: DSPTO From: BLTG 2-06-06 3:45pm p. 16 of 19 

Attorney Docket: 012.P47006C 

REMARKS 

The present patent application has been reviewed in light of the office action, dated 
August 5, 2005, in which claims 1, 2, 4, 6-7, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Li, U.S. Patent No. 6,739,726 (hereinafter "Li"). 

Claims 30, 34, and 36-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chuang, U.S. Patent No, 6,527,420 (hereinafter "Chuang"). 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Li further view 
of Booth et ah , U.S. Patent No. 6,11 1,618 (hereinafter 'Booth"). 

Claims 8-10, 13-14, and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Li in further view of Chuang. 

Claims 16-17 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mihalakis . U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/01 76054 (hereinafter ' Ttfihalakis") in 
view of Li. 

Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mihalakis is 
view of Li and further in view of Butterwortli et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,005,722 (hereinafter 
"Butterworth"). 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Mihalakis in 
view of Li and further in view of Chuang. 

Claims 21, 23, 39-40, and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mihalakis in view of Chuang. 

Claims 22 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mihalakis in view of Chuang, and further in view of Li. 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mihalakis in 
view of Chuang, and further in view of Butterworth. 
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Attorney Docket 012.P47006C 

Claims 31 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chuang in view of Li, 

Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U,S.C, § 103(a) as being unpatentable oyer Chuang in 
view of Booth. 

Reconsideration of the above-referenced patent application in view of the following 
remarks is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-4, 6-14, 1 6-21, 23-30, 33-38, and 39-42 have been amended. Claim 15 was 
previously withdrawn. Claims 5, 22, 31-32, and 38 have been cancelled. Claims 1-4, 6-14, 16- 
21 , 23-30, 33-38, and 39-42 are pending. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 6 103fa^ and S 103(a) 

None of the Li, Chuang, Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications 
disclose "wherein the fhst light rays exit the CPC with an etendue less than about 7 mm 2 *sr" as 
claimed in claim 1 . Therefore, claim 1 is not anticipated by any of the Li, Chuang, Booth, 
Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications. Further, any combination of the Li, Chuang, 
Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications would fail to provide all of the 
limitations of claim 1, and therefore claim 1 patentably distinguishes from the Li, Chuang, 
Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications. Claims 1 6, 21, 25, 30, 37, and 39 
include similar limitations to the limitation of claim 1 discussed above. Therefore, claims 1,16, 
21, 25, 30, 37, and 39, and the claims that depend from them, are distinguished from and 
patentable over the Li, Chuang, Booth, Mihalakis, and Butterworth patents/applications. It is, 
therefore, respectfully requested that the Examiner withdraw the rejection as to these claims. 

It is noted that claimed subject matter may be patentably distinguished from the cited 

patents and/or patent application for additional reasons; however, the foregoing is believed to 

be sufficient. Likewise, it is noted that the Assignee's failure to comment directly upon any of 
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the positions asserted by the Examiner in the office action does not indicate agreement or 
. acquiescence with those asserted positions. 
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" Attorney Dockeli 012.P470DBG 

In yicw of the foregoing, it is respectfully asserted frat all. of the claims pepding in the 
present patent application ere in condition for allowance, Jf the Examiner has any questions, he 
is invited to contact fljenndOTigaed at (503) 439^500, Recajnuride^ 
application and early allowance of all the claims is respectfully requested* Please charge any 
mdfiJpayments or credit any overpayments to Deposit Accotmt No. 50-3703, 



Dated: 



Respectfully submitted, 



Calvin B. Wells 
Reg, No; 43,256 



Berkeley Law and Technology Group, IXC 
1 700 NW 167th Place, Suite 240 
Beavertor^ OR 97006 
(503)439^500 



/ hereby catty tho t f&r correspondence is being tnmrmirted vttrfacdmtie or deposited Wttk the United States PwtaJ Service cm 
first doss mat with sufficient postage in am envelope address Commissioner fi>r J*atertts, P. & Box USD, Alexandra, YA 
22313-MOon: 



Dots of. 




Name of Person Trxmpmitibig Correspondence 

Date 
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